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Dear Sir: 

The "Reasons for Allowance" provided by the Examiner state: 

The instant invention recites a method of calibrating a look-down 
digital imaging device comprising: 

focusing on a calibration area within the look-down digital imaging 

device; 

scanning the calibration area within said look-down digital imaging 

device to capture image data for said calibration area; 

analyzing said captured image data for said calibration area; and 
adjusting the imaging of said look-down digital imaging device based 

on said analysis of said captured image data for said calibration area. 

The features identified, in combination with other claim limitations, 
are neither suggested not discussed by the prior art of record. 
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In response, Applicant respectfully points out that the features noted by the Examiner 
appear to correspond to the elements of independent claim 1 . Applicant notes that the other 
independent claims (claims 5, 7, 9, 15, 26, and 28) do not include all of the elements of claim 
1 . However, these other independent claims are of patentable merit based on their individual 
elements. Accordingly, the Examiner's specific statements in the reasons for allowance are 
not applicable to all of the claims, and should not be interpreted as such. 

Also, the Examiner states in the reasons for allowance that the "features identified, in 
combination with ofl iyrfrfafoi Kmifetfirm?^ are neither suggested not discussed by the prior art 
of record" (emphasis added). As mentioned above, the features identified appear to 
correspond to the elements of independent claim 1 , Applicant respectfully notes that the 
features identified are all of the elements contained in independent claim 1, and independent 
claim 1 is of patentable merit based on those recited features alone. Thus, the statement "in 
combination with other claim limitations" in the Examinees reasons for allowance is 
inaccurate, as no further limitations need be combined with those of independent claim 1 for 
claim 1 to be of patentable merit 

In view of the above, the Examiner's reasons for allowance should not be interpreted 
as to limit the scope of the allowed claims. 




Philip Lyren 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 40,709 



Date: IH, 6^ 

Telephone No. (281) 514-8236 
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